G. E. Cooper, C. J. Tredwin, N. T. Cooper, A. Petrie and D. S. Gill 
LEFT IN THE DARK
Sir, the paper by Yip and Smales 1 on the subject of diagnosis and treatment planning for caries in practice gives a reader from 'practice' cause for concern. Use is made of data that are not referenced (eg '…was shown in the UK patients who have regular dental care … are just as likely to require emergency dental treatment as those who visit a dentist regularly' -really? By whom and when and where can I verify the data and read more? -because this is of interest)! Authoritative statements are presented, with no evidence to support them cf first paragraph on page 218 making statements about restoration replacement. I am familiar with the issues raised and know where to go for further reading and information (Annusavice, Elderton and Christensen -because I have already read around the subject. However, readers who have not are left in the dark). This is a shame because the paper deals with many aspects of contemporary practice which are of interest to dentists in general practice, but we want to know what the evidence base is and what is 'expert opinion'. This paper does not make that distinction. There is an urgent need for evidence-based papers like this, as we increasingly face patients armed with extensive 'reading off the Internet' -some of which is simply wrong, but a lot is opinion -which we have difficulty finding research for or against, because we are so busy simply doing the work! A lot of the statements made in this paper simply either reinforce or contradict current professional dogma, without providing us with the tools for making our own minds up on the validity (or otherwise) of what is presented.
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